Introduction
We have very little information about the life of Bonipert, first bishop of Pécs in the Middle Ages. The analysis of Hungarian sources shows that he became bishop of Pécs in 1009
1 , that his episcopate ended in 1036 2 and that he died in 1042
3
, probably in Hungary
4
. We can also add that in a lost historical catalogue about the bishops of Pécs quoted by 18th century historians, Bonipert is mentioned as the chaplain of the King Stephen I (1000-1038)
5
. Unfortunately, the sources remain virtually silent about his life before he became bishop of Pécs, but the date of this event and the mention of his death in 1042 lead us to conclude that he was probably born between 970 and 985. Moreover, scholars underline that the anthroponomical study of the name "Bonipert" suggests that he was either from Frankish or North-Italian origin 6 , but it is hard to establish which hypothesis is correct, since both present some interesting arguments but also some serious weaknesses.
However, it should be underlined that the only document concerning Bonipert which is not of Hungarian provenance comes from today's North-western France. This document is a letter written by Fulbert of Chartres as an answer to Bonipert's request to borrow a manuscript by Priscian
7
. If this text is mainly used in the discussion concerning the origin of Pécs' first bishop, it should be added that numerous scholars also state that Bonipert's demand results from the fact that the bishop needed this work for teaching 1 Diplomata Hungariae Antiquissima, Györffy György (ed.), Tome 1, 1000-1131, Budapest, 1992, (DHA), document 9/I, 58. purposes, and that this request proves the existence of a cathedral school in Pécs at the time of its first bishop 8 . We must also underline that the building of the cathedral school is not the only intellectual achievement attributed to Bonipert by research, since a hypothesis proposed a few years ago by Professor László Havas states the existence of a link between Bonipert and the genesis of the Libellus de Instutione Morum, a work belonging to the genre of speculum principale and written during the first quarter of the 11th century by an unknown author at the demand of Stephen, for his son Emeric
9
. In order to try to present a more precise picture of Bonipert's teaching, we will divide the article into three parts. The first part will analyse the relationship between Chartres and Pécs, as well as the information given by Fulbert's letter about Pécs' cathedral school, whereas the second part will aim to establish the main features of the school at its beginnings, and the last one will focus of the problem of the relationship between Bonipert and the genesis of the Libellus de Instutione Morum.
The letter of Fulbert of Chartres and Pécs' cathedral school
One of the main qualities of Fulbert's letter is that it proves clearly the existence of a relationship between Pécs' first bishop and the famous bishop/school-master of Chartres, even though researchers already underlined that the personal tone of the letter was not something uncommon in medieval epistolography and that it does enable us to state that the two prelates knew each other personally 10 . However, this supposition remains possible in theory, since the polysemic character of the word ignotos 11 (ignorant, unknown) present in the text does not conclusively prove that Bonipert never met him personally, but it is also likely that this relationship was also indirect, perhaps triangular 12 , whose three angles would be Fulbert, Hilduinus, the bearer of the letter, and Bonipert.
In both cases, the main results of this relationship between the two prelates was the existence of "technical" support from Fulbert to Bonipert. The text of the letter enables us to say that this help had at least two aspects. The first was of course the book supply, as is clearly shown by the case of Priscian's work, whereas the second was the circulation of clerks. It shall be indeed underlined that the letter's bearer, Hilduinus, is described by Fulbert as « filius noster tuusque fidelis» 13 , which proves that he studied at Chartes' cathedral before his arrival in Hungary. However, the fact that we possess only one trace of an epistolary relationship between Fulbert and Bonipert does not enable us to estimate precisely the importance of this phenomenon of "technical support", although the presence of Hilduinus at Bonipert's episcopal seat suggests that the help received from Chartres played an important role in the development of Pécs' cultural life in Bonipert's time.
However, the text of Fulbert's letter suggests strongly that this support was not given for free. We should bear in mind that this document is the answer to a request for a manuscript, an item that was hard to produce, since its making required time, knowledge and also rather costly materials, and therefore had great value. The analysis of similar documents proves that manuscripts were almost always exchanged in return for a gift of equal value, which could be be another manuscript or an object of a completely different nature. This rule of course also applies to Priscian's works. A document issued in 1044 mentions, thus, that the cathedral of Barcelona bought a Priscian manuscript from a Jew in return for a house and a farm
14
. In this context, it seems to us that the "presents" mentioned in the the text 15 were a gift whose goal could have been a kind of anticipated compensation for the manuscript in order to make sure that Priscian's work would be sent.
Proceeding in our analysis of Fulbert's letter, it must be stressed that this text does not contain any clear reference to the existence of a cathedral school in Bonipert's diocese. The presence of the verb docere (to teach) and of the word sapientia (wisdom, knowledge) in the second sentence of the document 16 proves that the bishop of Pécs was involved in teaching and was effective, but it is likely that Fulbert had in mind the teaching of the Christian faith. Moreover, we must add that the letter does not offer any information about the cause of Bonipert's wish to have access to one book by Priscian. However, the nature of Priscian's works suggests strongly that the request of Pécs' first bishop could have been motivated by didactic needs, even though the other explanatory possibilities, like for instance literary purposes, cannot be formally excluded.
Another important problem is the fact that the document does not offer any concrete information about the nature of the work by Priscian needed by Bonipert. The letter designs indeed this work as «unum de nostris Priscianis»: if the word unum shows clearly that the scriptorium of Chartres' cathedral had more than one of Priscian's works at the beginning of the XIth century
17
, it should also be stressed that, according to Hungarian classical philologist Előd Nemerkényi, the term Priscianum could also mean a manuscript containing more than one work by Prician
18
. Moreover, the catalogue of the cathedral's library does not contain the titles of the works of the grammarian of Cesarea owned by Chartres' bishops at that time, and the specialists can only make hypotheses about the identity of the work needed by Bonipert. The hypothesis commonly accepted by the scholar states that this work was probably the Institutiones grammaticae 19 , which is clearly the most important and the best known work of Priscian
20
, but while this supposition seems the most likely, it is unfortunately impossible to confirm.
To sum up the analysis of Fulbert's letter, we can say that this document does not contain any clear evidence of the existence of a cathedral school at Pécs during Bonipert's episcopate, but the need to educate new priests seems to be in itself a good argument in favour of this hypothesis 21 and there is no serious reason to doubt that the first bishop of Pécs endeavoured to establish a teaching structure in his episcopal seat. We shall now try to reconstruct a picture of the school at its very beginning. In this attempt at reconstruction, we will of course focus on the most important features of the school, namely when it was created, its location, its personnel and its level.
The main features of Pécs' cathedral school at the time of Bonipert
Although Hungarian scholar Rémig Bekefi stated at the beginning of the 20 th century that this event must have happened relatively early
22
, there is nothing that enables us to confirm or deny this supposition. The letter by Fulbert is indeed wholly useless in that matter, since a precise dating of this document cannot be established. We must stress here that the dating of the letter after 1020 proposed for instance by E. Nemerkényi 23 relies mainly on the hypothesis made by some researchers that Bonipert had sent money to Fulbert for the reconstruction of Chartres' cathedral after the fire of 1020
24
, but this supposition is very doubtful. The only element of the text that could possibly confirm this theory is the mention of "presents" made by Bonipert to Fulbert but as already stated above, the nature of the letter strongly suggests that those presents were rather linked with Bonipert's request for a Priscian manuscript than with Fulbert's demands for the help after the great fire which destroyed his cathedral. The absence of a concrete relationship between the fire at Chartres' cathedral and the epistolary exchange between the two 18 bishops thus destroys the main argument for a dating of the letter after in 1020. It seems then, that the safest choice is stick to the broadest proposition, namely the period of the simultaneous episcopates of Fulbert and Bonipert, that is to say between 1009 and 1028 25 ; this scope of dating can also be used for dating the establishment of Pécs cathedral school, although we cannot completely exclude the possibility of a foundation during the last years of Bonipert's episcopate.
Neither the written, nor the archaeological sources provide us with useful information as far as the location of the school is concerned. Looking at analogical and better known cases, we can affirm that according to all probability the school was in the immediate neighbourhood of the bishop's seat, but we have very little information about the episcopal buildings during Bonipert's episcopate 26 . However, it is certain that the Bonipert's seat was located at the north-western corner of the Old Christian cemetery, that is to say not far from the current cathedral (12 th century). We can therefore conclude that the school was probably located inside the area that became later walled round and known as the "Bishop's Castle" (püspökvár), although it is impossible to be more precise on that topic.
The sources are once more very scarce when it comes to the question of the personnel at the school. No document preserves any of the names of pupils or masters. Moreover, it may be stated that among Bonipert's collaborators, we know only of Hilduin, the bearer of Fulbert's letter. Hilduin's intellectual formation in Chartres and his role in the demand of Priscian's manuscript lead us to the conclusion that he was probably a litteratus, and it is therefore very tempting to assume that he could have been the school master for some time. Unfortunately, this seductive hypothesis cannot be confirmed by any documentary evidence.
The question of the level of the school is also very problematic. If the book by Priscian asked for by Bonipert was really the Institutiones grammaticae and if its really aimed to be used as a textbook for the cathedral school, the request of Pécs' first bishop would then indicate that the pupils of the school already had pretty good skills in Latin grammar, since all the specialists insist on the fact that the use of Priscian's Institutiones grammaticae requires a good knowledge of grammar and trivium
27
. Unfortunately, this supposition remains rather uncertain, and we should also take into consideration the warning of Előd Nemerkény, who stresses that "the cultural level of the Pécs cathedral school is extremely difficult to establish on the basis of a single book request"
28 . The present analysis shows clearly that our information about the genesis of Pécs' cathedral school are very fragmentary. We can state that according to all probability the school was founded by Bonipert, first bishop of Pécs, that was it located not far from the current cathedral and could have reached a good level not long after its beginnings. The difficulties concerning the reconstruction of the school's genesis result mainly from the fact that the few elements we can deduce come from only one source, namely the letter of Fulbert of Chartres, which should be considered rather as indirect evidence, but proves clearly the existence of strong links between Chartres and Pécs in the intellectual sphere. Moreover, this document also constitutes evidence of Bonipert's great knowledge and of his interest in intellectual matters. We obtain, then, the picture of an erudite, who took great care in the education of his future priests. As stated above, it is possible that Bonipert's concern for education did not only touch the people of his diocese, and we must now turn our attention to the question of the links between Bonipertus and the Libellus de institutione morum.
Bonipertus and the Libellus de institutione morum
In order to evaluate precisely the validity of the hypothesis which attributes to Bonipert a role in the birth of the Libellus de institutione morum, we must sum up briefly the evolution of the discussion concerning the author of this work. The discussion takes its origin in the Hungarian hagiography, since the Legendae of Saint Stephen mention that the first king of Hungary was the author of this text
29
, and this point of view was originally accepted by researchers and editors. Later, this hypothesis of Saint Stephen's authorship was replaced by the theory that the Holy Gerard, first bishop of Csanád, was the author of the Libellus, but this new supposition is also the result of the influence of Hungarian hagiographical sources, since the Legenda maior sancti Gehrardi states that the first bishop of Csanád was Emeric's teacher for some time 30 . This hypothesis was challenged for the first time in the 1960s, when Lajos J. Csóka stated that Thangmar of Hildesheim was the author of the Libellus and added that this work showed some striking similarities with Thangmar's works 31 . This point of view of was questioned some ten years later by György Györffy, who expressed the opinion that the real author was the archbishop Asric
32
. Unfortunately, we do not have any other work written by Asric at our disposal and thus we cannot confirm or exclude this theory by means of comparison of the language. In the 1990s the discussion took a new turn and a new consensus was reached 33 , since numerous researchers now agree on the fact the Libellus's author prob-ably came from the current area of Northern France, and more precisely from Lorraine 34 . It should definitely be stressed that the Libellus presents numerous similarities with the Carolingian "mirrors of princes" written in today's Northern France, particularly with the works of Hincmar of Reims and of Smaragdus of Saint Mihiel. Some researchers also add that the prose of the Libellus shows clear traces of Hincmar of Reims' stylistic influence 35 . Although a good portion of researchers agree on the fact that the author of Libellus de institutione morum was an anonymous clerk of Lotharingian origin but lived in Hungary, some specialists try to identify him among the well-known clerks living in Hungary in the first quarter of the 11th century with connections with today's France. The list of such clerks is not a long one, since it can only include Bonipert and Hilduin. It is true that we cannot establish a direct relationship between them and today's northeastern France, but the strong links existing between Fulbert of Chartres and this region, more precisely with Reims, suggests that such a connection must not be excluded.
However, it should be stressed that we have very little information about the dates and the length of Hilduin's stay in Hungary, and we must add that Bonipert was definitely closer to King Stephen I, especially if we take into consideration the note of the Catologue of Pécs' bishops which states that he was the chaplain of the first Hungarian king. In this context, Bonipert seems indeed to be a very credible candidate for authorship of the Libellus de instutione morum, but we must stress that this hypothesis is impossible to confirm, since we do not know any work of Bonipert which would enable us to make a comparison of the language. Moreover, this hypothesis is also build on uncertain parameters, like the origin of Pécs' first bishop. One important achievement in the way of resolving the problem of the role played by Bonipert and Hilduin in the genesis of the Libellus de instutione morum is the establishment of the existence of linguistic, textual or ideoligical analogies between Chartres' literary production at the times of Fulbert and the Libellus. If the answer to this question is positive, it would then constitute a quite solid proof of Bonipert and/or Hilduin's participation in the writing of the Libellus de instutione morum.We must stress that some steps have already been taken in this direction, but the question still demands further investigation.
Conclusion
In spite of its rather hypothetical character, due to the very small amount of documentary evidence preserved, the present study on Bishop Bonipert's intellectual work presents some interesting results. We can indeed conclude that Bonipert was probably highly edu-cated and was treated as a equal by one of the greatest intellectuals of his time, Fulbert of Chartres. His interest in education is undeniable, since, according to all probability, he was the founder of Pécs' cathedral school, which is likely to have attained a good level of learning not long after its beginnings. As our short examination of the problem of the link between Bonipertus and the Libellus de institutione morum shows, the question of his literary production is much more complicated, but we cannot exclude formally the hypothesis that Pécs' first bishop was involved in the creation of the first work of Hungarian medieval literature.
However, the existence of the literary production of Bonipert's successor, Maurus, is clearly established, since Maurus, who was a former pupil of Pannonhalma's monastic school, is the author of the first Hungarian hagiographical source, namely the Life of Saint Andrew Świerard, written in 1060 36 . The great interest showed by Bonipert and Maurus in intellectual matters, as well as their relationships with intellectual centres such as Chartres and Pannonhalma, certainly played a great role in the development of education and literary production in Pécs in the eleventh century, although it remains impossible to determine the real place of Pécs in the hierarchy of Hungarian cultural centres in the early Árpád dynasty era.
